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COMES NOW the Appellant, L.D. BAKER, petitioning the
UTAH SUPREME COURT for a hearing of my rights, which have
been denied in the lower courts.

In accordance with ART. £,

Sections 1 and 12, of the Utah State Constitution, this appeal
is a matter of nrightsffbeing violated and justice denied because the Court of Appeals has ruled that the Appellant must
"purchase" the transcripts of the Circuit Court trial.
"All men have^the inherent and inalienable right
to enjoy and defend their lives and liberties; to
acquire, possess and protect property; to worship
according to the dictates of their consciences; t£
assemble peaceably, protest against wrongs, and
etition for redress of grievances, to communicate
reely their thoughts and opinions, being responsible for the abuse of that right," (1896)
(unserlining mine)
ART. I, SEC. 1, Utah State Constitution.
"In no instance shall any accused person, before
final judgement, be compelled to advance money
or fees to secure the rights herein guaranteed."
(1896), ART.I, SEC. 12, Utah State Constitution.
"To none will we sell, to none will we deny,
to none will we delay right or justice."(1215,A.D.)
(Magna Carta) Adjudicated by the U.S. Supreme
Court in Davidson v. New Orleans, 96 U.S. 97;
" Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free
exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press; or the right of the
people peacebly to assemble, and to petition the
government for a redress of grievances." (1st
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution)
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....No State shall make or enforce any law which
shall abridge the priviledges or immunities of
citizens of the United States; nor shall any State
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law; nor deny to any person
within its jurisdiction the equal protection of
the laws.n
(14 Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.)
When my government charges me with a crime, and especially
when it is falsely charged, how can a citizen defend himself,
when he has insufficient funds on which to live?

Does the

above inalienable rights and immunities require a natural
person to pay money to protect himself?
of those rights?

to avail himself

Should he have to pay the courts for the

information his court has in their possession, that will prove
the accuser a liar and the Judge was prejudice and denied
the defendent ndue process"?
This case involves a traffic charge, which the transscripts will show

the facts to be conflicting. (The

officer stopped the defendent a short time after and after
following

the defendent for 5 miles, decided that his word

carried more weight than the defendentfs word; again he charged
the defendent with speeding.

The officer stated:

t! f

I m going

to teach you a lesson." to the defendent.)
The case was heard in the Farmington Justice court by
Judge Stewart, and in trial de novo in the Clearfield Circuit
Court by Judge Van Wagenen.

In both courts the defendent was

found guilty, the latter trial was by jury.

Both judges became

prejudiced when the defendent attempted to expose the officer
through cross-examination. He absolutely avoided every answer
that would bring out the facts.
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The Appellant appealed the case to the Utah of Appeals,
and requested that the transcripts be transmitted.

The

Judge refused saying that the defendent had to pay for them.
He objected on the basis of Art. I Sec. 12 of the Utah State
Constitution, which

appears to only have one meaning3 that

being exactly what it says.
The defendent was informed that if he filed a Affidavit
of Impecuniosity, since he had no money; the adversary would
then pay for the transcripts.

The affidavit was filed and

the Court of Appeals accepted the fact, but ordered Clearfield
City to pay for them, instead of my adversary Davis County.
The decision was remanded back to Judge Van Wagenen.

With out

any evidence to the contrary, the Judge ruled the the defendent
was not impecunious, and therefore denied the transcripts.
The defendent appealed to the Court of Appeals to overrule Judge Van Wagenen because he had shown his prejudice many
times throughout the trial, besides he knows that if the higher
court reviews his actions on the bench, it could cause him
embarrasment.

That appeal was denied, so the defendent again

appealed to the Court of Appeals to use the tapes, which would
save the cost of the transcripts which is estimated at &700.00
That appeal was also denied and the defendent was told that if
the transcripts are not ordered by him by a certain date, the
case would be presented to the court for dismissal.
The cost of this and the second case has caused a great
burden on the defendent.

Because of his impecuniosity, he

could not hire an attorney that would challange this farce

all the way.

It the opinion of the defendent, that if a bully

is allowed to get away with his lies and false charges, he will
continue to harrass the person until he is stopped.

For this

reason the defendent has never considered a plea bargain. Also,
the actions of the police officer and the judges in this case
are so repugnant to my understanding of my Constitutional rights,
that it has become important to me and my children that we know
if there are any rights or immunities left.
The question to be presented to the Court are:
1 - Can the defendent be denied access to an appellate
court, when he is unable to purchase the transcripts
of the trial and hearings?
2 - Is it a violation of his rights, according to Art. I,
Sec. 12 of the Utah Constitution, for the defendent to
forced to ffadvance money or feesM prior nfinal judgement"?
3 - Can a Affidavit of Impecuniosity be denied?

Can it be

denied by a Judge, who has demonstrated prejudice to the
defendent?

Can it be denied without the government pro-

viding proof to contrary?
4 - Is it in violation of

the prosecutor's Code of Ethics

to withhold evidence that would tend to negate the guilt
of the Accused, mitigate the degree of the offense, or
reduce the punishment.
5 - Does the defendent have the right to a copy of the
transcripts of the case to defend himself from his goverment?

Must he not only stand the costs of his defense,

but also purchase the evidence against his adversaries?
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6 - Does the citizen, free and natural, have the right
to appeal a case presided over by a judge who has shown
to be prejudice and at many points, denied the defendent
M

due process"?

Does the defendent have to "advance money

or fees to secure those rights"?
7 - Will this court direct the Clerks of the Courts,
including their own clerk, that

he

must give a citizen,

who is appealing in Propria Persona, the rudimentary
"mechanics" of how to file an appeal to the Utah Supreme
Court and other courts?

This does mean act as their

lawyer, just explain the mechanics so they can read the
Rules and understand them.

How can the Citizen petition

their courts when one of the strongest UNIONS in the world
uses every method they can to block the citizen from exer
cising that "RIGHT"?

Dated this 30 day of June, 1988•

/ *o

« fbateo
,.D. BAKER, Appellant
In Propria Persona
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